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This pandemic has magnified our 

need to be self-reliant and have the 
ability to repair our own devices, espe-
cially when large retailers are forced 
to shutter. 

My bill will guarantee consumers and 
small businesses that right by requir-
ing manufacturers to make diagnostic 
repair information, parts, and tools 
readily available rather than forcing 
individuals to go to an original equip-
ment manufacturer. 

This commonsense legislation will 
help make technology repairs more ac-
cessible and affordable for items from 
cell phones to laptops to farm equip-
ment. 

Madam Speaker, I look forward to 
working with my colleagues to bring 
this legislation to the floor and finally 
give individuals the autonomy they de-
serve. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR FURTHER CONSID-
ERATION OF H.R. 3684, INVEST-
ING IN A NEW VISION FOR THE 
ENVIRONMENT AND SURFACE 
TRANSPORTATION IN AMERICA 
ACT; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES 

Mr. DESAULNIER. Madam Speaker, 
by direction of the Committee on 
Rules, I call up House Resolution 508 
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 508 

Resolved, That during further consideration 
of the bill (H.R. 3684) to authorize funds for 
Federal-aid highways, highway safety pro-
grams, and transit programs, and for other 
purposes, pursuant to section 6 of House Res-
olution 504— 

(a) after debate, each further amendment 
printed in the report of the Committee on 
Rules accompanying this resolution not ear-
lier considered as part of amendments en 
bloc pursuant to subsection (b) shall be con-
sidered only in the order printed in the re-
port, may be offered only by a Member des-
ignated in the report, shall be considered as 
read, shall be debatable for the time speci-
fied in the report equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an opponent, 
may be withdrawn by the proponent at any 
time before the question is put thereon, shall 
not be subject to amendment, and shall not 
be subject to a demand for division of the 
question; and 

(b) it shall be in order at any time after de-
bate for the chair of the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure or his des-
ignee to offer amendments en bloc consisting 
of further amendments printed in the report 
of the Committee on Rules accompanying 
this resolution not earlier disposed of, and 
such amendments en bloc shall be considered 
as read, shall be debatable for 20 minutes 
equally divided and controlled by the chair 
and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
or their respective designees, shall not be 
subject to amendment, and shall not be sub-
ject to a demand for division of the question. 

SEC. 2. All points of order against the fur-
ther amendments printed in the report of the 
Committee on Rules or amendments en bloc 
described in subsection (b) of the first sec-
tion of this resolution are waived. 

SEC. 3. It shall be in order without inter-
vention of any point of order to consider con-

current resolutions providing for adjourn-
ment during the month of July. 

SEC. 4. The provisions of section 202 of the 
National Emergencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622) 
shall not apply during the remainder of the 
One Hundred Seventeenth Congress to a 
joint resolution terminating the national 
emergency declared by the President on 
March 13, 2020. 

SEC. 5. House Resolution 188, agreed to 
March 8, 2021 (as most recently amended by 
House Resolution 403, agreed to May 18, 2021), 
is amended by striking ‘‘July 1, 2021’’ each 
place it appears and inserting (in each in-
stance) ‘‘July 30, 2021’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California is recognized 
for 1 hour. 

Mr. DESAULNIER. Madam Speaker, 
for the purpose of debate only, I yield 
the customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
RESCHENTHALER), pending which I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 
During consideration of this resolu-
tion, all time yielded is for the purpose 
of debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. DESAULNIER. Madam Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers be given 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DESAULNIER. Madam Speaker, 

on Tuesday, the Committee on Rules 
met and reported a rule, House Resolu-
tion 508, to provide for further consid-
eration of H.R. 3684, the INVEST in 
America Act under a structured rule. 

The rule makes in order 149 amend-
ments and provides en bloc authority 
to the chair of the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

The rule also allows for consideration 
of concurrent resolutions providing for 
adjournment during the month of July, 
and provides that the provisions of sec-
tion 202 of the National Emergencies 
Act shall not apply for the remainder 
of the 117th Congress to a joint resolu-
tion terminating the national emer-
gency declared by the President on 
March 13, 2020. 

Lastly, the rule provides for recess 
instructions, suspension authority, and 
same-day authority through July 30, 
2021. 

Madam Speaker, our roads and 
bridges are crumbling before our eyes, 
and our public transportation systems 
are suffering drastically from reduced 
ridership during the pandemic. With 
these challenges comes a great oppor-
tunity. Our country can use this 
unique once-in-a-generation oppor-
tunity to reimagine and rebuild our 
community in America’s transpor-
tation systems and build back better. 

As a former member of the California 
Air Resources Board and a former chair 
of both the State Assembly Transpor-
tation Committee and the State Senate 
Transportation Committee and a 
former member of the Bay Area’s MPO, 
I have spent my career focused on the 
transportation sector and reducing 

greenhouse gas emissions and other 
pollutants to help fight against climate 
change. 

b 1245 

In my 30 years of public service, 
never has the time been more ripe to 
seize this opportunity to reimagine and 
reinvest in America’s transportation 
infrastructure. 

The INVEST in America Act offers a 
new approach to Federal transpor-
tation policy by emphasizing fixing our 
existing roads and bridges first and 
making record investments in pas-
senger rail, public transit, cycling and 
walking infrastructure, and zero-emis-
sion options while creating safer, more 
connected communities for all Ameri-
cans. This bill would also help create 
millions of jobs that cannot be ex-
ported. 

Thanks to strong Buy American pro-
visions and labor protections, including 
Davis-Bacon, the work will be fueled by 
American workers, manufacturing, and 
ingenuity, with targeted investments 
in rural and underserved communities. 

Madam Speaker, our country badly 
needs the investments outlined in this 
bill. Over 40 percent of America’s roads 
are in poor or mediocre condition, ac-
cording to the American Society of 
Civil Engineers. In fact, our roads have 
a D rating, and American motorists are 
forced to pay over $1,000 every year in 
wasted time and fuel as a result of our 
failure to act. 

In my own State, California’s infra-
structure does not fare any better. We 
have a C-minus rating overall, with a D 
rating for roads and a C-minus for 
bridges and transit, in spite of Cali-
fornia voters voting over and over 
again to tax themselves to invest in 
our infrastructure. 

Not only is the problem of crumbling 
infrastructure a detriment to our econ-
omy, but it is dangerous to public safe-
ty. Over 36,000 Americans die on our 
Nation’s roadways every year. The IN-
VEST in America Act directs $343 bil-
lion to roads, bridges, and safety pro-
grams, with record levels of investment 
in walking and cycling infrastructure, 
complete streets planning and smarter 
road design, and safe routes to schools. 

This transformative bill also directs 
Federal investments in transit and rail 
and reimagines our national transpor-
tation policies. Public transit is essen-
tial to everyday living in communities 
across the country, providing access to 
jobs, schools, healthcare, and 
childcare. 

Currently, there is a $176 billion tran-
sit backlog, and transit ridership, of 
course, is declining because of COVID– 
19. These issues, if not addressed, stand 
to further increase congestion, hamper 
the economy, worsen air quality, and 
disproportionately affect underserved 
communities. 

The INVEST in America Act provides 
$109 billion for transit to create a safe 
and reliable transit system that en-
sures every American, including those 
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in economically disadvantaged and un-
derserved neighborhoods, can get to es-
sential services, as I have said, like 
jobs, healthcare, and childcare. 

Importantly, this effort takes every 
opportunity to meet the challenges of 
the climate crisis. Climate change is 
the defining challenge of our time, and 
transportation is the number one 
source of greenhouse gas emissions. 
The INVEST in America Act takes bold 
steps to build the clean infrastructure 
and transportation sector of the future 
by reforming existing programs and 
launching new initiatives to reduce 
carbon pollution. 

For example, it invests $8.3 billion in 
highway, transit, and rail projects that 
will reduce greenhouse gas emissions, 
and it holds States accountable for 
their performance by measuring annual 
progress. 

Moreover, under the Clean Corridors 
program, a program that I was proud to 
author, it invests $4 billion in electric 
vehicle charging and alternative fuel-
ing stations. This infrastructure along 
designated corridors will help reduce 
range anxiety and help America shift 
to the next generation of clean vehi-
cles. 

To further address climate change 
and equity, this bill increases funding 
and incentives for transit-oriented de-
velopment, ensuring that more Ameri-
cans have access to walkable and tran-
sit-supportive communities, thereby 
reducing vehicle miles traveled and 
greenhouse gas emissions and, most 
importantly, improving their quality 
of life and their ability to be at home 
with their family. 

Finally, this bill invests in safe 
drinking water infrastructure by re-
placing dangerous lead piping and 
treating PFAS in our water supply. It 
will also help ensure that all families 
can afford a safe and reliable water 
supply. 

Madam Speaker, we cannot allow 
this opportunity to slip through our 
fingers. Now is the time for trans-
formative investments in our transpor-
tation systems and our infrastructure 
to improve our roads, bridges, rail-
ways, and transit systems to support 
American workers, to address equity 
and environmental justice, and to fight 
boldly against the climate crisis. 

That is why I proudly support the IN-
VEST in America Act. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Madam Speaker, I thank the distin-
guished gentleman from California for 
yielding me the customary 30 minutes, 
and I also want to say it is nice to see 
him on the floor in good and improving 
health. 

Madam Speaker, the rule before us 
today makes in order 149 amendments 
to H.R. 3684, House Democrats’ progres-
sive infrastructure wish list that 
prioritizes Green New Deal mandates 
above actual transportation needs. 

Sadly, only 18 percent of the amend-
ments made in order under this rule 
were offered by Republicans. Compare 
that with the FAST Act. The FAST 
Act was the last surface transportation 
reauthorization bill, which was signed 
into law back in 2015. 

Back then, Republicans controlled 
the House. Yet, 30 percent of the 
amendments made in order were 
amendments offered by Democrats. The 
bill itself was actually bipartisan, un-
like the bill we are debating today. 
And even with that bipartisan bill, Re-
publicans, when we were in charge, al-
lowed 30 percent of the amendments to 
come from Democrats. That is nearly 
double the amount that Democrats are 
allowing Republicans to offer today. 

Democrats went so far that they 
stripped out a Republican amendment 
that was actually agreed to in the 
Transportation Committee’s markup. 
It was agreed to by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GIMENEZ from Florida offered an 
amendment during the committee con-
sideration of this bill, H.R. 3684. Mr. 
GIMENEZ offered an amendment that 
would prohibit civil penalties in the 
bill from being used to publicly finance 
political campaigns. 

For example, under this amendment, 
civil penalties for violating rules on 
transporting animals could not have 
been used to contribute to a politi-
cian’s campaign coffers. It is actually 
unfathomable that the majority ac-
cepted that Republican amendment, an 
amendment that is good for trans-
parency and good for taxpayers, only 
to then strip it out in the Rules Com-
mittee print. 

Madam Speaker, compromise used to 
be when Republicans and Democrats 
came together to pass a bill that is ac-
tually bipartisan. That is compromise. 
Today, though, compromise is being 
defined as liberals and socialists com-
ing together to pass a partisan piece of 
legislation. 

During his inauguration, I sat there 
and listened to Joe Biden say: ‘‘With 
unity, we can do great things.’’ I don’t 
know if the House Democrats missed 
that memo or if they weren’t listening 
like I was at the inauguration. Or 
maybe Joe Biden was saying that unity 
is when liberal activist groups come to-
gether. 

With today’s rule, liberals are dou-
bling down on the partisan approach to 
government, and it is not just me say-
ing this. According to the majority’s 
own press release, this bill moves fur-
ther left than finding compromise. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to oppose this rule, and I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DESAULNIER. Madam Speaker, I 
look forward to continuing this dia-
logue respectfully. 

Madam Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
MORELLE), a very distinguished mem-
ber of the Rules Committee. 

Mr. MORELLE. Madam Speaker, I 
thank my dear friend and fellow mem-
ber of the Rules Committee, Mr. 

DESAULNIER, for giving me the oppor-
tunity to speak for just a moment. 

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of 
the rule that would allow us to con-
sider the INVEST in America Act. 

This long-overdue infrastructure leg-
islation will prioritize direct Federal 
investments in roads, bridges, transit, 
and rail, while also leveraging modern 
and innovative approaches to reliable 
and sustainable infrastructure invest-
ments. 

As we continue our recovery from the 
pandemic and seek to revitalize our 
communities, we know an essential 
part of that is strengthening our local 
infrastructure. Modernizing our infra-
structure helps to meet growing mobil-
ity demands, create jobs, and grow the 
economy, all while creating stronger 
and more interconnected communities. 

I am thrilled that this legislative 
package lays the groundwork for major 
investments across the country while 
also supporting opportunities to 
strengthen our local infrastructure 
through targeted priorities. 

My own community of Rochester, 
New York, will only grow stronger 
through the enactment of the INVEST 
in America Act, and I look forward to 
seeing this critical legislation passed 
into law. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to have 
helped move this transformative bill 
forward, and I urge my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle to vote in favor 
of the rule and the underlying bill. And 
I call on our partners in the Senate to 
join us in making this investment a re-
ality. 

Madam Speaker, I thank Chairman 
DEFAZIO for his tireless work on this 
effort, and my dear friend, Mr. 
DESAULNIER, for yielding time. 

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Madam Speaker, my good friend from 
New York talked about investment, 
but I would like to remind my liberal 
colleagues that this bill ties $1 out of 
every $2 into Green New Deal man-
dates. And the infrastructure that is 
being talked about in some parts of 
this bill is actually defined as art. 

So let’s just keep the facts in per-
spective and remember that these 
words actually do have meaning. 

Madam Speaker, included in today’s 
rule is a provision that prevents con-
sideration of joint resolutions termi-
nating COVID–19 mandates. 

Right now, America is the most 
COVID-resilient country in the world. 
We are the most resilient in the world, 
thanks to President Trump and Oper-
ation Warp Speed. It is time for us to 
return to normal because President 
Trump, by putting science over polit-
ical science, gave us the ability to re-
turn to normal. 

Madam Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to 
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
GOSAR) to discuss his resolution that 
would terminate the COVID–19 emer-
gency mandates. 

Mr. GOSAR. Madam Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania for 
yielding. 
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Madam Speaker, I rise today in oppo-

sition to the rule. 
While I do not support the legislation 

this rule brings up, that is not the 
main reason for my objection. I am op-
posed to the rule before us because pro-
vision 6 in the rule turns off section 202 
of the National Emergencies Act relat-
ing to the COVID–19 national emer-
gency for the remainder of the 117th 
Congress. 

What this line really does is kill a 
joint resolution I introduced 2 weeks 
ago in accordance with the National 
Emergencies Act. The framers of this 
act wrote the law to inject congres-
sional oversight to rein in the emer-
gency powers codified into U.S. law 
that give the President additional pow-
ers in times of declared emergency. 

Section 202 outlined the process 
where, 6 months after an emergency is 
declared, Congress meets to consider a 
joint resolution of termination, forcing 
the debate on the necessity of con-
tinuing the national emergency and 
correlating powers given to the Presi-
dent. 

Over a year later, Congress has never 
met to debate the merit of the COVID– 
19 declared emergency, even after the 
President extended the emergency an-
other year. This is because Congress 
has a poor track record in enforcing 
our emergency duties. 

In fact, there are over 30 active emer-
gencies on the books dating back to 
the Carter administration—hardly 
emergencies, I take it—few of which 
this body has ever met to debate the 
merit of the emergency and the powers 
it invokes. 

With nationwide cases falling, vac-
cine rates rising, mask mandates being 
lifted, and States reopening with no ca-
pacity limits, it would seem appro-
priate to debate whether or not this 
Nation is truly in a state of emergency, 
not to mention, once again, the man-
dated duties of oversight of the execu-
tive branch. 

Therefore, I introduced H.J. Res. 52 
to have this debate. I did this because 
the first joint resolution I introduced 
was killed in a prior rule. 

b 1300 

Now the majority is killing debate on 
the COVID emergency for the entire 
117th Congress unless the majority 
leadership determines we can have this 
debate. I guess that is not part of the 
law. 

This completely goes against the ex-
plicit expedited procedure in the law 
providing for quick and efficient over-
sight. This is tyranny of the majority 
at its finest. 

Why must we continue to neglect our 
duties? 

Why must we continue the congres-
sional track record of being asleep at 
the wheel and yielding more power to 
the executive? 

The National Emergencies Act man-
dates that we have this debate, and 
that is all my joint resolution does—re-
quire the people’s Representatives to 

meet, debate, and vote on a termi-
nation resolution of the COVID emer-
gency powers in accordance with the 
law. 

Madam Speaker, you may feel that 
we are still in an emergency. You may 
still feel COVID is a threat but not a 
national emergency, or you may feel 
the national emergency is over. How-
ever you feel, I am simply asking that 
we engage in the debate as the law re-
quires. 

Using the National Emergencies Act, 
the executive has requested powers 
outside the scope of Article II. As this 
declared emergency continues, the ex-
ecutive could request even more. This 
body should debate on whether to rein 
in the extraordinary powers, especially 
among the backdrop of a radically dif-
ferent COVID situation in this Nation. 

In a time when this body is trying to 
reassert its claim on Article I author-
ization, simple oversight like this re-
stores trust. Trust is a series of prom-
ises kept with the citizens of this great 
Nation. Imagine that, trust, just by 
following the definitions and the law. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on this rule. 

Mr. DESAULNIER. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, I want to thank my 
colleague from Pennsylvania on his 
kind observation about my own per-
sonal health. 

Just in regards to this debate, as 
somebody who went into the ICU on 
the first date in the State of California 
that the Governor of California actu-
ally required shelter in place, and I was 
then put on a ventilator for 4 weeks at 
the same time that the country was 
dealing with this pandemic, maybe I 
have a little unique perspective. 

So evidence-based research maybe is 
in the mind of the beholder. I trust my 
doctors. I know they are human, and I 
know evidence-based research is the 
reason I stand here in front of you, 
Madam Speaker, by following the doc-
tors. 

I think of what the Speaker is doing 
and what the President is doing, and 
that is following evidence-based re-
search and statistically protecting 
Americans. We know if Americans get 
vaccinated, we know if we are sensitive 
to distances around us and masking, 
we still have challenges. And for some-
body like myself, who has an under-
lying health condition, I am particu-
larly sensitive to this. Not everybody 
is in the same position vis-a-vis their 
medical risks. 

So with all due respect, the debate is 
always a good one, but from my per-
spective I wish that people would keep 
in mind that this pandemic is not done 
until the evidence-based research indi-
cates that it is done. I know everybody 
wants to get back to normal. I know I 
do too, as well, but I would like to be 
able to enjoy this wonderful existence 
that we all are allowed to do as well. 

Madam Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to 
the distinguished gentlewoman from 
Michigan (Mrs. DINGELL). 

Mrs. DINGELL. Madam Speaker, I 
thank my colleague for yielding, and I 
share the bipartisan happiness at see-
ing his smiling face and good health 
back. 

I rise in support of the rule and the 
underlying bill, H.R. 3684, the INVEST 
in America Act. 

We need to invest in the infrastruc-
ture of the future, not the past. This 
surface transportation reauthorization 
legislation, along with the important 
package of water infrastructure and as-
sistance outlined in this bill will make 
a meaningful and bold difference in the 
lives of Americans. 

I am proud to have authored a num-
ber of provisions in this bill, but at the 
moment I want to specifically address 
the water package that is in the bill, 
thanks to the tireless work of the En-
ergy and Commerce Committee. 

Water is a human right that no one 
should be denied. In this pandemic, the 
very first instructions before we ever 
wore masks, we told people to wash 
your hands. Yet, so many Americans 
didn’t have access to water because the 
water had been turned off. Imagine liv-
ing in this pandemic and not having 
sanitary conditions—water in a run-
ning bathroom. 

This bill includes legislation that I 
have authored with Representatives 
TLAIB and BLUNT ROCHESTER, the 
Water Debt Relief Act, that establishes 
a $4 billion residential emergency relief 
program through EPA for public water 
systems to forgive any debt incurred 
by struggling households since the 
start of the COVID–19 pandemic. Many 
are in our frontline communities. It 
would also prevent water systems from 
cutting off any of these households 
from clean water. People have a right 
to be able to wash their hands. 

Additionally, it includes bipartisan 
legislation that I have co-led with Rep-
resentatives BLUNT ROCHESTER, KATKO, 
and TLAIB that would establish a per-
manent, long-term water assistance 
program to address the growing water 
debt crisis we have. 

I thank the leadership of Chairman 
DEFAZIO and Chairman PALLONE, and I 
urge my colleagues to support this. 

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Madam Speaker, water is certainly 
infrastructure. What is not is art. 
While the majority places restrictions 
on building roads—again, roads actu-
ally are infrastructure. While there are 
restrictions on roads, there is no re-
striction on using Federal transit 
money for art. Essentially, this bill de-
fines art as infrastructure. 

Let’s talk more about roads which 
are, as I define, actually infrastruc-
ture. 

The so-called infrastructure bill ac-
tually bans construction of new roads. 
The bill also prioritizes urban areas at 
the expense of rural and suburban com-
munities. There are massive increases 
in transit and rail funding, yet, again, 
there are restrictions on the building 
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of roads—the transportation mode 
rural Americans use the most. 

Madam Speaker, since his first day in 
office, President Biden has declared a 
war on blue-collar workers. He has also 
declared a war on the American energy 
industry. Thanks to liberal Democrats 
and the fantasy of the Green New Deal, 
energy costs for Americans are sky-
rocketing. It is evident at the gas 
pump where prices heading into the 
Fourth of July weekend are the highest 
they have been since 2014. 

Now, Republicans and conservatives 
believe that America should be energy 
independent. That is good for American 
families, it is good for the economy, 
and it is certainly good for national se-
curity. 

That is why, if we defeat the previous 
question, I will personally offer an 
amendment to the rule to immediately 
consider Congressman JEFF DUNCAN’s 
Protecting American Energy Produc-
tion Act. 

This legislation, which I am a proud 
cosponsor of, would prohibit the Presi-
dent from declaring a moratorium on 
fracking without congressional ap-
proval. 

Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to insert the text of my 
amendment into the RECORD, along 
with any extraneous material, imme-
diately prior to the vote on the pre-
vious question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam 

Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. DUN-
CAN), who is here to explain this 
amendment and is the bill’s author and 
my good friend. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for the time. 

Madam Speaker, I rise in opposition 
to the previous question, so that we 
can amend the rule to immediately 
consider H.R. 751, the Protecting Amer-
ican Energy Production Act. 

Now, my bill is straightforward. It 
prohibits the President from declaring 
a moratorium on the use of hydraulic 
fracturing, or fracking, unless Congress 
authorizes the moratorium. 

It further expresses the sense of Con-
gress that States should maintain au-
thority for the regulation of oil and 
natural gas production on State and 
private lands. That is how it has been 
done for decades. 

President Biden and House Demo-
crats have wasted no time in this Con-
gress, and since his administration 
began, undermining American energy 
independence. They have signaled that 
they will use any tool necessary to end 
fossil fuel production in the United 
States. 

In fact, Democrats keep rushing to 
President Biden’s defense, claiming he 
never supported a fracking ban, which 
is simply not true. When he was asked 
by a debate moderator during the Pres-
idential debates in 2019 if there was any 

place for fossil fuels in his administra-
tion, this is what Senator Biden, now- 
President Biden, actually said: ‘‘No. We 
would work it out. We would make sure 
it’s eliminated.’’ 

He was talking about fossil fuels. 
How is this policy working out for 

the American people at the pump? 
They are seeing higher prices for gas-

oline, and as they are getting ready to 
travel over the holidays and go on va-
cation, they are paying more at the 
pump. That is less money to spend on 
their family for family vacation during 
the holiday this summer. That is what 
bad policy gets you, Madam Speaker. 

President Biden has already made 
good on his promises to revoke the 
Keystone XL permit, ultimately result-
ing in its cancelation and the loss of 
thousands of American and Canadian 
jobs—thousands of jobs. He also has 
halted all new Federal oil and gas 
leases. There is no telling which en-
ergy-killing promise he will fulfill next 
as he continues his war against Amer-
ican energy. 

Instead of prioritizing American jobs 
and American energy, President Biden 
and the Democrats would rather ap-
pease the backwards logic of the rad-
ical environmental left. I have no other 
way to say it. 

They would rather make us weaker 
and more reliant on energy from our 
foreign adversaries at a time when we 
are energy independent and we are ac-
tually exporting oil and gas. 

The adversaries that they are sup-
porting have no regard for the environ-
mental standards that we all push in 
this country. 

The INVEST in America Act—or 
more accurately titled, the green new 
deal and inflation transportation act— 
is a continuation of this America-last 
agenda. One out of every $2 spent in 
this bill is tied up in Green New Deal 
priorities. Madam Speaker, one out of 
every $2 is tied up in Green New Deal 
priorities. 

It is ironic that while President 
Biden has no problem killing American 
energy projects and jobs, he is 
greenlighting at the same time Russian 
energy projects, like the Nord Stream 
II Pipeline that is going to bring gas 
into Europe and give Vladimir Putin 
even more control to manipulate poli-
tics in Europe. 

President Biden doesn’t think twice 
before waiving sanctions on a Russian 
company and friend of Vladimir 
Putin’s. 

Undercutting American energy pro-
duction is a handout to Vladimir Putin 
and opens doors for Russia to influence 
operations across Europe and even in 
the United States. 

New England doesn’t have a pipeline 
for natural gas to come up there. They 
bring an LNG ship in from Russia that 
provides natural gas to the New Eng-
land States—Russian, not American 
gas. 

Colonial Pipeline’s cyberattack is 
the most recent reminder of this long-
standing effort by the Russians. Putin 

will continue to use energy as a polit-
ical weapon, and through policies like 
the partisan Green New Deal infra-
structure package, Democrats will con-
tinue to help Russia, not American 
families—they are paying more at the 
pump this summer—Russia, Vladimir 
Putin. Putin will continue to use those 
policies. 

The infrastructure policies we should 
be focused on are hardening our energy 
infrastructure to protect against these 
attacks, but the INVEST in America 
Act doesn’t do this. 

It instead remakes the entire energy 
market, squeezes fossil fuels, and 
makes the grid far more vulnerable to 
attacks. 

The INVEST in America Act puts 
radical climate and Green New Deal 
priorities above the infrastructure 
needs of the Nation. 

It creates more roadblocks for trans-
porting clean-burning LNG, gives more 
money to EV charging stations than to 
the entire Rebuild Rural America 
grant program, and it fails to include 
any regulatory reforms that plague in-
frastructure projects. 

My goodness, instead of voting on a 
$548 billion Green New Deal-disguised 
infrastructure bill, we should be pro-
tecting American energy production 
and American energy jobs here in the 
United States. 

Not long ago, the U.S. depended on 
OPEC for much of our oil supply. We 
now lead the world in oil and gas pro-
duction as well as emission reduction. 
That is a fact that the left doesn’t 
want to acknowledge. We lead the 
world in emissions reduction. 

The Democrats refuse to acknowl-
edge this and recognize this. Instead, 
they want to surrender one of our 
greatest economic and strategic advan-
tages: our energy independence. As Ad-
miral Mike Mullen once said: ‘‘There is 
no national security without energy se-
curity.’’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam 
Speaker, I yield the gentleman from 
South Carolina such additional time as 
he may consume. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Listen to this, Madam 
Speaker, there is no national security 
without energy security. 

How true is that statement? 
This is all in the name of saving the 

climate. The reality is phasing out fos-
sil fuels in the United States won’t 
eliminate carbon emissions globally. 
Production will just happen someplace 
else, oftentimes in dirty production 
areas, because they don’t have the 
same regulations that we have so that 
the environment gets dirtier, along 
with the jobs and geopolitical leverage 
that we have when we export our en-
ergy. 

Democrats’ anti-fossil fuel agenda 
will have no effect on the climate. 
Eliminating fossil fuels will also under-
cut our own economic interests. On av-
erage, a Federal fracking ban will in-
crease household energy costs by $618 a 
year. 
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Allowing President Biden to ban 

fracking will make all of this worse. 
Russia, China, and Iran stand ready to 
take advantage of us as we continue to 
pursue this self-inflicting harm. 

By prohibiting the President from 
banning fracking, we, in turn, safe-
guard our energy production, our na-
tional security, our geopolitical influ-
ence, and the livelihoods of Ameri-
cans—thousands of Americans—who 
have lost their job. 

At the end of the day, American citi-
zens—our constituents—pay less at the 
pump and for their household energy 
needs when we produce energy here in 
this country. That is a winning solu-
tion, and this bill that we are hoping to 
replace isn’t. 

So if President Biden wants to back 
up his buy America rhetoric, I have a 
question for him: 

Why not start right here? 
Let’s buy American energy. 
If he truly believes in buy America, 

then let’s buy American energy and 
support American energy jobs. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on the previous 
question so that the House will imme-
diately consider this bill, put Ameri-
cans back to work, and protect our na-
tional energy security. 

b 1315 
Mr. DESAULNIER. Madam Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Just briefly on the points that were 
just brought up. As somebody who rep-
resents a county that has four refin-
eries in it, those four refineries produce 
much of the refined CARB-certified 
fuel on the West Coast and in Cali-
fornia. Also, a county that is head-
quarters to the second largest energy 
company in the United States, Chev-
ron, this isn’t about ending the fossil 
fuel industry. 

It is about the transition from that 
energy source to a new, cleaner, renew-
able, alternative fuel energy source. It 
is about being independent and being 
mindful about what our global com-
petitors are doing; what the Chinese 
are doing to get ahead of us in this en-
ergy source. 

So with all due respect, as someone 
who knows the benefit and also the 
dangers and the opportunities to the 
fossil fuel industry, as we have experi-
enced it in this country, those four re-
fineries only employ people, as re-
quired by State statute, who have 
graduated from State-approved appren-
ticeship programs, the best apprentice-
ship programs in the world. Each one 
of those jobs have a multiplier of 14. 
We like those jobs. We want to keep 
those jobs. 

But we want to meet the reductions 
we have to have to be leaders in this 
country on climate reductions, and 
prepare for a future that isn’t depend-
ent on the fossil fuel industry; both for 
our public health, and our environ-
ment, and for our economy. 

Madam Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to 
the distinguished gentleman from Or-
egon (Mr. BLUMENAUER). 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Speaker, 
I appreciate the gentleman’s courtesy. 

I came to Congress 25 years ago de-
termined that the Federal Government 
should be a better partner, working 
with our communities, making our 
families safer, healthier, and more eco-
nomically secure. 

I have traveled to over 200 commu-
nities, working with architects, land-
scape, engineers, local government, 
State government, transit, listening to 
their concerns about how we make the 
transportation system work better. 

I can say unequivocally that this leg-
islation that we are considering today 
reflects what America wants. There is 
a broad consensus that we can’t keep 
doing the same thing. 

We need to make sure that we build 
a low-carbon future; that it is equi-
table; that deals with the challenges 
that indiscriminate infrastructure in-
flicted on communities. I have an ex-
ample in my hometown, where a trans-
portation project, a freeway, just 
ripped through an African-American 
community, without the sense of what 
it was doing to people who weren’t in-
volved. 

Well, people don’t want to do that 
anymore, and they want to have a 
multi-modal solution. 

The nonsense that we hear from the 
other side, that somehow this will pro-
hibit construction of new roads, is not 
true. But what it does is emphasize fix-
ing it first and having plans that put 
the pieces together in a way that 
solves problems rather than creating 
new ones. 

Yes, we ought to pursue the bipar-
tisan agreement that the President has 
struck with our friends in the Senate. 
I think that is optimistic. But we need 
to reauthorize the Surface Transpor-
tation Act. And with the approach that 
has been offered by the administration 
and embodied in this legislation, we 
are cutting to the chase. 

The details here matter. $45 billion 
would be authorized to deal with the 
lead pipes that are poisoning our chil-
dren; streamlining drinking water 
standards. Yes, it deals with roads and 
bridges. It has transformational invest-
ments for transit, $109 billion, and at-
tention to rural and urban areas. Pas-
senger and freight rail, and triples 
funding for Amtrak. 

It is beyond just the numbers. It is 
how we put these pieces together. 

Madam Speaker, I cringe a little bit 
when I have my friends dismiss the no-
tions of a low-carbon future. I bring 
you greetings from Portland, Oregon, 
where we had three record-breaking 
116-degree temperatures in June. The 
Pacific Northwest is facing a climate 
catastrophe that, in no small measure, 
is due to the fact that we are not doing 
what we all could to have a low-carbon 
future. 

This legislation captures the mo-
ment. It invests in the future, not in 
the past. It is how we will heal divi-
sions, protect the planet, revitalize the 
economy, and pull America together. 

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

The gentleman from Oregon said that 
he ran for Congress to make everyday 
Americans more financially secure. If 
that is the case, this bill is not going 
to do any of that, and here is why. 
There is a little thing called inflation, 
which is a tax from an economic per-
spective. 

This bill’s massive price tag, which is 
just under $550 billion, that price tag 
relies heavily on deficit spending, 
which further fuels inflation and in-
creases the costs of goods, like food 
and gas, that everyday Americans 
need. That is the true cost—just one of 
the true costs of this bill, which will 
hurt blue-collar workers. 

Now, if you are a member of the 
Zoom class, if you are a woke yuppie 
that is staring at screens all day, not 
actually working for a living, well, you 
can take your $100,000-plus income and 
buy an electric vehicle. 

But let’s talk about electric vehicles. 
Although the gentleman from Oregon 
thinks they are the wave of the future, 
this bill provides $4 billion for electric 
vehicle charging stations, but only $1 
billion for the Rebuild Rural grant pro-
gram that helps people who are likely 
living in rural areas, making less than 
$100,000. 

And why I am focused on $100,000 is 
because 70 percent of electric car own-
ers earn at least $100,000 a year. Again, 
the electric vehicles are not going to 
do anything really for the environ-
ment, but it sounds good if you are a 
woke yuppie sitting at home. 

Further, this empowers China, which 
China is the world’s greatest polluter. 
If you take all the emissions of the 
United States, all of the EU, and 
Japan, added together, we still collec-
tively don’t emit more than China 
does. And we rely on China for 80 per-
cent of our critical minerals that we 
need to actually make an electronic 
vehicle. 

So, again, scoring cheap political 
points, hurting blue-collar workers, 
and doing zero to actually improve the 
environment. 

But talking about radical policies: 
Radical progressives, including Mem-
bers of this very body, have called for 
a Federal ban on fracking. Again, more 
of the war on blue-collar workers. 

So, apparently, Democrats and lib-
eral Progressives don’t care about 
American workers. These blue-collar 
workers, these guys that are working 
the oil and gas pads of southwestern 
Pennsylvania, they rely on fracking for 
jobs. In fact, a fracking ban would cost 
7.5 million jobs by 2022. 

They must not care. Democrats must 
not care about American families ei-
ther because household energy costs 
would increase over $600 per year, while 
household incomes would fall by $5,400 
a year annually. 

My good friend, my fellow Member 
from Pennsylvania, Congressman FRED 
KELLER, knows just how devastating a 
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fracking ban would be to our State and 
national economy. 

Madam Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
KELLER) to explain this. 

Mr. KELLER. Madam Speaker, I 
thank my colleague and co-Pennsylva-
nian for yielding to me. 

Madam Speaker, I rise in opposition 
to the previous question so that we can 
amend the rule to immediately con-
sider H.R. 751, the Protecting American 
Energy Production Act, which would 
prevent the Biden administration from 
unilaterally imposing a moratorium on 
hydraulic fracturing. 

Pennsylvania is home to some of the 
most abundant energy and natural gas 
resources in the Nation, and our econ-
omy is proof of all the benefits that 
come with it. On any given day, up to 
10 percent of the Nation’s dry natural 
gas comes out of Pennsylvania’s 12th 
Congressional District. 

Energy producers have been critical 
partners in central and northeastern 
Pennsylvania, investing in local com-
munities, colleges, generating count-
less job opportunities, and preparing 
the next generation of workers for in- 
demand careers. 

However, President Biden has made 
it clear that he is no friend of Amer-
ican energy or the workers employed 
by this industry. He has canceled the 
Keystone XL pipeline, rejoined the dis-
astrous Paris climate accords, and 
banned all new oil and gas leases on 
Federal lands. 

Meanwhile, the President lifted sanc-
tions on Russia’s Nord Stream 2 pipe-
line, thereby prioritizing Russian en-
ergy over domestic American energy. 

Overregulation, Federal mandates, 
and policies that will kill American en-
ergy production ignore facts and, in-
stead, increase energy costs and weak-
en our national security. 

These energy-killing policies are pav-
ing the way for the Green New Deal. 
Democrats like to sell this package as 
a greener America when, in reality, it 
makes our Nation more dependent on 
foreign nations for our growing energy 
needs; I might add, foreign nations 
that don’t protect the environment and 
develop this energy as safely as we do 
here in the United States. 

These energy needs, what we do in 
the United States, would sustain good- 
paying jobs, create prosperity for fu-
ture generations, and secure American 
interests around the globe. We must in-
vest in critical infrastructure like 
pipelines and refineries, and promote a 
regulatory environment that cultivates 
innovation in the energy sector. 

We must reject policies that place 
higher premiums on appeasing the 
Democrats’ Green New Deal ambitions 
than protecting the future of America’s 
energy sector and the thousands of 
American workers it employs. 

Madam Speaker, I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote 
on the previous question so that the 
House can immediately consider this 
important legislation. 

Mr. DESAULNIER. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

A couple of points. I appreciate the 
attention to the Clean Corridors Pro-
gram. Again, this is about preparing 
for the future, from my perspective. 
This bill prepares for the future, and it 
prepares American workers to transi-
tion to that future and future genera-
tions. 

On the Clean Corridors Program, Chi-
nese are already doing this. In Decem-
ber, they produced 100,000 new charging 
and alternative fuel stations to prepare 
for the future. The Chinese have over a 
million of these stations. The U.S. has 
less than 50,000. 

So if we want to talk about energy 
independence, right on. That is what 
we want to talk about. We want to pre-
pare America for the future, while we 
protect the planet. 

The State of California gets more 
venture capital for research and renew-
ables and alternative fuels than the 
other 49 States combined. 

Why is that? 
Because we are preparing for the fu-

ture. We want to be competitive, and 
we want our workforce to continue to 
be the best in the world when it comes 
to energy. And we want to compete 
against the Chinese so that we are 
ready to capture these new energy 
sources. And we are doing it. 

It is not only good for the environ-
ment, it is good for the economy. 

And I would say, as a Californian who 
has been in the middle of this—and I 
will agree to being a liberal. I was once 
described as a liberal Republican under 
former party affiliations. I don’t think 
there is any such thing anymore, prob-
ably. 

This is about preparing for the fu-
ture. And mostly it is about preparing 
our American workforce to continue to 
be what they have been for so long, the 
best workforce, the best workers in the 
world. But you give them the tools to 
do that. 

Madam Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
SIRES), my good friend. 

Mr. SIRES. Madam Speaker, it is 
nice to see our colleague back, ready 
for the fight. It is nice to have him 
back. 

Madam Speaker, I am pleased to 
speak in favor of the INVEST in Amer-
ica Act today. This type of investment 
in our country’s surface transportation 
is long overdue. 

The American Society of Civil Engi-
neers has rated our infrastructure a C- 
minus and said that we will need addi-
tional $2.6 trillion over the next decade 
to make the needed upgrades and re-
pairs. 

In New Jersey, drivers lose an aver-
age of $713 per year from driving on our 
roads, and 7.8 percent of our bridges are 
structurally deficient. 

The INVEST in America Act will de-
liver $343 billion for roads, bridges, and 
safety; $109 billion for transit; and $95 
billion for freight and passenger rail. 

Beyond improving our surface trans-
portation networks, this bill will make 
crucial investments to reduce carbon 

pollution and increase climate resil-
iency. 

I also want to thank Chairman DEFA-
ZIO and Ranking Member GRAVES for 
including funding for Member Des-
ignated Projects in the INVEST in 
America Act, which will deliver nec-
essary resources to communities in a 
transparent and accountable fashion. 

My district will receive critical fund-
ing for projects to connect pedestrians 
with transit, improve roadway safety, 
construct a ferry terminal, and im-
prove drainage systems and traffic sig-
nals. 

This bill is a win for New Jersey and 
a win for our country. We have costly 
needs, and the INVEST in America Act 
meets them. 

b 1330 

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Madam Speaker, the gentleman from 
California, who I do consider a friend, 
was talking about electric vehicles. I 
think there is a disconnect with where 
that electricity comes from. 

The drywall is not producing elec-
tricity when you plug in an electric ve-
hicle. The electricity is being manufac-
tured in a plant. So even if you had 100 
percent electric vehicles, the source of 
the electricity is still coming from 
some kind of fossil fuel. That is the re-
ality. It might upset some folks, but 
that is just the reality of electric vehi-
cles. 

Even if we were to go to a 100 percent 
renewable clean energy for all of our 
energy needs, even if we were to cede 
that part of the argument, you still 
need petrochemicals. You still need oil 
and gas for petrochemicals that we use 
for everything. 

If you are one of the individuals who 
is lucky enough to earn over $100,000 a 
year and can afford a Tesla, I want you 
to look at the dashboard on your Tesla 
and thank an American fracker be-
cause I can guarantee you that dash-
board is not made with hemp. It is 
made of petrochemicals. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. DESAULNIER. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. TAKANO). 

Mr. TAKANO. Madam Speaker, I 
thank my fellow Californian for yield-
ing. 

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of 
the INVEST in America Act, a $547 bil-
lion infrastructure bill that will invest 
in communities across the country. 

This bold piece of legislation includes 
$20 million in contract authority to 
fund the I–15 northern extension 
project in my own community in Riv-
erside County. 

This investment will create jobs in 
the Inland Empire; it will meet our 
basic infrastructure needs; and it will 
improve our freeways and better con-
nect our region. 

The INVEST in America Act will put 
us on the path to finally modernizing 
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our Nation’s roads, bridges, rails, and 
water systems, while keeping in mind 
the urgency to fight climate change. 

I do not hear from my colleagues 
across the aisle language that speaks 
to the future; I hear language instead 
that clings to the past. On this side of 
the aisle, we speak about a transition 
to a cleaner, more green future. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ and invest in our 
communities. 

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam 
Speaker, I yield myself the balance of 
my time. 

Madam Speaker, once again, Demo-
crats are bringing a hyperpartisan bill 
to the floor. They are blocking Repub-
lican efforts to actually improve meas-
ures for the Americans who don’t make 
$100,000 a year, who can’t afford a 
Tesla. 

This is not me saying that. You can 
look at the numbers. You can follow 
the money. 

Let’s just look at the numbers. In 
2015, when House Republicans were in 
charge and had another package that 
was an infrastructure package, 30 per-
cent of the amendments were Demo-
crat amendments. This time, only 18 
percent of the amendments are Repub-
lican amendments. Clearly, this is far 
from a bipartisan bill. 

Follow the money. It is no surprise 
that, under this bill, congressional dis-
tricts in blue States would get almost 
double the funding for transportation 
projects compared to districts in red 
States. 

Madam Speaker, while liberals and 
progressives push the Green New Deal 
fantasy on Americans, and while we do 
things like define art as infrastructure, 
House Republicans will continue to 
fight for investment in roads, bridges, 
and real transportation that will help 
real Americans and drive our economy. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on the previous 
question and vote ‘‘no’’ on the rule, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. DESAULNIER. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself the balance of my time. 

I want to thank my friend and col-
league from Pennsylvania. I do appre-
ciate his comments about my personal 
health and also his collegiality. 

His comments about being bipar-
tisan, I completely agree with. But 
compromise requires, from my perspec-
tive—and granted, we do have a dif-
ferent perspective about how we get 
there and who is giving and how much 
is given. 

I really think this bill is an incred-
ibly important bill for the future of 
America and American workers and in-
novation. 

As far as changing to renewables and 
alternatives, that electrical system has 
to be upgraded. We have seen what has 
happened because of climate change in 
the Gulf. We see the struggles we have 
on the West Coast with fires, all be-
cause, as evidence-based research tells 
us, what we have done with the envi-
ronment and the benefits we have got-

ten from fossil fuels over the course of 
the last decades and century. 

But now is the time to change and 
prepare for that change—not mind-
lessly. This isn’t a radical proposal. 
This is about preparing for the future. 

In terms of the infrastructure that 
gets those new alternative fuels, hydro-
gen fuel cell cars, battery electric cars, 
in California, we have acknowledged 
that we need to get these cars to be 
available to everyone, including people 
from disadvantaged communities. That 
is why we have changed the tax code to 
make it easier for everyone to get an 
alternative fuel car, not just wealthy 
people, and get the benefits of that. 

I want to read a quote from Forbes 
magazine about infrastructure and 
electric cars: ‘‘These vehicles use a dif-
ferent kind of fuel and plug into our 
electricity system, and the good news 
about that is there are a number of 
cost-benefit studies,’’ numerous ones, 
‘‘that are showing this can be really 
beneficial to all ratepayers, not just 
the drivers of the vehicles.’’ 

The critical mass of changing helps 
everybody. It brings down the cost of 
energy. So, for those rising costs at the 
pump, there is a bend in the arc that 
will come sooner rather than later that 
will help everyone, as opposed to the 
opinions by my colleague and some of 
his other speakers today. 

Matt Stanberry, the managing direc-
tor for the advanced transportation 
program at the trade group Advanced 
Energy Economy, says: ‘‘As you in-
crease electricity sales for charging 
the vehicles, it has the effect of driving 
down rates for all ratepayers because it 
spreads the fixed cost of the system out 
across a larger volume of sales.’’ 

Madam Speaker, this is about pre-
paring for this new energy future. Who-
ever gets there first, as a country, as 
always in our history, has a predomi-
nant role in foreign affairs and the 
leadership on this globe. The Chinese 
are trying to beat us to that. We can’t 
let that happen. We talk about global 
competitiveness. We need to get the in-
frastructure in. Yes, they need to do a 
better job at reducing pollution, tradi-
tional pollutants and carbon. 

The Clean Air Act, originally signed 
by Richard Nixon, and then changed 
and amended by Ronald Reagan, two 
Republicans, and the waiver that, un-
fortunately, previous administrations 
gave to California through multiple 
generations, have fueled, pardon the 
expression, the benefits we have gotten 
in public health and traditional pollut-
ants. It is fueling today the States that 
join California, like Colorado, which 
are pushing this innovation. 

Madam Speaker, this is about the fu-
ture of America and America’s excel-
lence and its energy independence and 
its workforce, staying at home and pro-
viding for this energy independence for 
future generations. 

Madam Speaker, in a moment, I will 
offer an amendment to the rule to 
make in order the amendment offered 
by Ms. SLOTKIN, which amends the un-

derlying bill to prohibit using transit 
funds for artwork and nonfunctional 
landscaping. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. DESAULNIER 
Mr. DESAULNIER. Madam Speaker, I 

have an amendment at the desk. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
At the end of the resolution, add the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. 6. Notwithstanding any other provi-

sion of this resolution or House Resolution 
504, the amendment specified in section 7 
shall be in order as though printed as the 
last amendment in House Report 117–75 is of-
fered by Representative Slotkin or a des-
ignee. That amendment shall be debatable 
for 10 minutes equally divided and controlled 
by the proponent and an opponent. 

SEC. 7. The amendment referred to in sec-
tion 6 is as follows: 

Page 722, strike lines 1 through 5 (and re-
designate accordingly). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California is recognized. 

The material previously referred to 
by Mr. RESCHENTHALER is as follows: 

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. 6. Immediately upon adoption of this 
resolution, the House shall proceed to the 
consideration in the House of the bill (H.R. 
751) to prohibit a moratorium on the use of 
hydraulic fracturing. All points of order 
against consideration of the bill are waived. 
The bill shall be considered as read. All 
points of order against provisions in the bill 
are waived. The previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill and on any 
amendment thereto to final passage without 
intervening motion except: (1) one hour of 
debate equally divided and controlled by the 
chair and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on Natural Resources; and (2) one 
motion to recommit. 

SEC. 7. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not 
apply to the consideration of H.R. 751. 

Mr. DESAULNIER. Madam Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time, and 
I move the previous question on the 
amendment and the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question on the resolution and the 
amendment thereto. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. DESAULNIER. Madam Speaker, 
on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution 
8, the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this question are 
postponed. 

f 

b 1345 

ESTABLISHING THE SELECT COM-
MITTEE TO INVESTIGATE THE 
JANUARY 6TH ATTACK ON THE 
UNITED STATES CAPITOL 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, 
pursuant to House Resolution 504, I 
call up the resolution (H. Res. 503) es-
tablishing the Select Committee to In-
vestigate the January 6th Attack on 
the United States Capitol, and ask for 
its immediate consideration. 
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